nnn 1 . — 
| 4 0 
SERIOUS ADDRESS 
ö UNLEARNED CHRISTIA NS, &c. 


A 


SERIOUS ADDRESS 


T O 


JL UNLEARNED CHRISTIANS 
OF TRINITARIAN AND 


»CALVINISTIC SENTIMENTS. 
BV AN UNITARIAN CHRISTIAN. 


r d M ©.2. >. of 


PRINTED IN THE YEAR MDCC XII. 


UC d e © oy o& © ny 


" * 


. 
- 
* * l 
* U p — 
% * 
# 
- 
4 
* 
* 
* 
* 
, 0 
Fg „ 
* 
. 
* 
* 
7 = 
— 
2 0 
Ls 
* 
4 » % 
. 
* — 
© - 
* 
* 
* * = 
. ; . as 
« * Mt 
4 4 
. i 4 
„ PE - 
* * ; ; 
- = l n 
0 
- 
* 
* 
1 i 
T. 
s = 
6 nu _ 2 1 
A . A a 2 4 * 
R 1 8 * — . FOE * . 2 * . * g 
cas A 4 1 8 * 1 * 


SERIOUS ADDRESS, &e. 


ur FELLOW CHRISTIANS, 
ust this form of ſpeech in order to particularize 
the perſons whom I am addrefling ; namely, thoſe 


who, not having had the benefit of a liberal educa- 
tion, are not acquainted with the learned languages 


or with eccleſiaſtical hiſtory. And I hope that you 


very important ſubje . I take it for granted, that 

you have been trained up, to a reverence for the 
ſcriptures, and to a fincere value for the truth taught 
in-them. In cheriſhing this reverence for ſcripture, 
and this love for ſcripture-truth, you' certainly do 
well, Religious truth is that which every one, who 
has a capacity for enquiry, ſhould ardently purſue: 
and the diſcoveries made in ſcripture on ſubjects of 
the greateſt conſequence are of ineſtimable worth. 


I cannot then wonder, that when you are told, by 


A 3 thoſe 


will excuſe the freedom of a few plain hints on a 


1 
thoſe in whom you are accuſtomed to place a con- 
fidence, that this or that particular ſyſtem of divinity 
degrades God, vilifies the ſaviour, undermines chriſti- 
anity, or ſtrips it of its fundamental doctrines, and 
pours contempt on ſcripture, you are ready to liſten 
to theſe inſinuations, to think with horror of the 
ſyſtem, and to regard with averſion all who main- 
tain it. But, my friends, it is poſſible that your 
teachers may have given you wrong information, 
and may have endeavoured to prejudice you againſt 
the ſyſtem particularly referred to, without being 
themſelves acquainted with its nature and tendency. 
Be not afraid to enquire and to judge for yourſelves, 
It is your duty to enquire; and, in regard to many 
arguments produced in the debate, you are ſuffici- 
ently qualified for judging. Be not afraid of truth, 
or of its conſequences, wherever it may appear to 
be found, It never did, and neyer can do, any one 
any harm, Cheriſh an honeſt love of truth, an in- 
difference to every thing but truth, And be pleaſed 
to remember, that thoſe, who have departed the 
fartheſt from the religious ſyſtem which you have 
embraced, can have no poſſible motiye to it but the 
fame love of truth; which they purſue with as much 
ſolicitude as any others of their fellow-chriſtians, and 


which they think they baye found in a ſet of opinions 
very different from theirs, It cannot, it cannot, be 
the real intention of any proſeſſor of chriſtianity, to 

| miſrepreſent 


23 


miſrepreſent its doctrines, or to viliſy its illuſtrious 
Author. Be intreated then to attend with calmneſs 


and patience to a few obſervations, which may ſerve 
to throw a little light upon the ſubject, and to do 
juſtice to the character and conduct of ſome of your 
fellow-profeſſors upon whom the e 
fleQions have been call. 

51. You have heard, no doubt, of different 
ſyſtems of religious truth, which have been adopted by 
different perſons, and which have been called Trini- 
tarian or Antitrinitarian, Calviniſtie or Arminian, &c. 
But let me aſk you, are theſe ſeveral ſyſtems to be 
conſidered as any other than the opinions of particular 
perſons concerning the doctrines of chriſtianity? The 
Athanaſian doctrine was certainly the opinion of 
Athanaſius ; the Arian, that of Arius ; the Socinian, 
that of Socinus; the Calviniſtic, that of Calvin; 
the Arminian, that of Arminius. They were 
the opinions which theſe particular perſons enter- 


tained concerning the truths of the goſpel, They 


have been received by others, either according to the 
apprehended ſtrength of the arguments by which 
their propoſers ſupported them, or according as they 


were favoured by particular biſhops or emperors. 
But till, by whomfoever propoſed or received, or 
howſoever ſupported, they were originally no more 
than the particular opinions of him who propoſed 

them, and ſtill are no more than the particular 
99 
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8 2. Is it not, therefore, great arrogance in any 
one ſet of fallible men, to aſſert with poſitiveneſs that 
their own particular opinions are the very funda- 
mentals of chriſtianity, and to charge thoſe who differ 


from them with denying the fundamentals of the 


chriſtian faith? Will any one pretend to ſay, that 


either Athanaſius, Arius, or Socinus, either Calvin 


or Arminius, or any one of thoſe who have ſince 
thought like any of them, was an infallible judge 
of controverſy, an unerring interpreter of ſcripture ? 


Muſt it not then be great arrogance and preſumption, 


and that in every one alike, to aſſert with confidence, 
that his ſyſtem of Givinity is the very eſſence of 


, chriſtianity, and that thoſe who do not agree with 


him are endeavouring to ſubvert the whole goſpel by 
rejecting what is eſſential to it? How can ſuch bold 
aſſertions as theſe, and eſpecially how can ſuch raſh. 
cenſures of others, be conſiſtent with acknowledging 
hat no one is infallible ? It is allowed that in pro- 
portion as any perſon, after full and fair enquiry, 
thinks he has attained the truth, he is juſtified in ſay- 
ing that he believes himſelf to be poſſeſſed of it. But 
ought not all perſons to reflect, that they are till 
liable to error, that perhaps their confidence may 
ariſe from want of farther information, and that others 
have the ſame right of judging for themſelves which 
they have? If they do not, why do they. difown a a 
claim to infallibility ? On this principle, though at 
one time they diſown it, at another they really main- 
| tain 
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1 
tain it, and act as if they could prove a title to it. 


Is not this conduct altogether inconſiſtent with that 


right of private judgment, which, as all agree, be- 
longs to every one? And muſt it not be wholly de- 


ſtructive of all chriſtian candour and brotherly kind- 


neſs ? If every one will maintain that his own par- 
ticular tenets are eſſential to chriſtianity, and that all 


who differ from him reject the fundamentals of chriſ- 


tianity : how can that ſpirit of harmony and friend 
ſhip exiſt among the profeſſors of it, upon which our 
blefled maſter hath laid ſo great a ſtreſs ? 

§ 3. But it is worth while to enquire particularly 
what is declared in the New Teſtament itſelf to be 
fundamental to chriſtianity. I therefore. refer you, 
my friends, to the hiſtory of Jeſus Chriſt as given by 
the four evangeliſts, and to that of the apoſtles as re- 
corded by Luke, where you have an account, of the 
travels of Jeſus and his apoſtles, of what they preached, 
and of the terms upon which they admitted their 
converts into the number of profeſſed chriſtians, 
Theſe you are able to underſtand as well as the moſt 
learned of your teachers. Read them for yourſelves. 
And judge for yourſelves, whether that which the 
goſpel- hiſtories were written to promote the belief of 
chat which the miracles of Jeſus were intended to 
prove—that which the labours, the preaching, the 


- miracles of his apoſtles, were all deſigned to confirm 


and to propagate—that the acknowledgement of which 
3 was 
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( 16 ) 
was deemed ſufficient to entitle a perſon to chriſtian 
baptiſm—was not ſimply this truth (when propoſed 
to thoſe who already acknowledge the being of one 
God) that Jeſus was a meſſenger ſent from God, or 
{in the language of the apoſtles, as ſoon as they were 
at liberty fully to declare their maſter's character and 
office) © the Chriſt,” I appeal to yourſelves, on an 
impartial ſtudy of the New Teſtament biftory, whether 


_ this was not the great article which was recommended 


to the faith of mankind, and the belief of which was 
eſteemed ſufficient to entitle them to the name and 
privileges of chriſtians. I appeal to yourſelves, 
whether there is, in the accounts which the evange- 
liſts and apoſtles give of their maſter, and of the 
great object of his miſſion, the ſlighteſt hint of the 
commonly received opinions of his proper deity and 
ſatisfaction as being eſſential to chriſtianity, Read 
what he ſays of himſelf; and conſider what it is, 
reſpecting himſelf, on which he lays the greateſt 
ſtreſs. Read what the apoſtles, Peter and Paul, are 
recorded, in the hiſtory of their acts, to have ſaid of 
him; and ſee what is the character in which they 
exhibit him. See whether they repreſent him as 
ſuſtaining any higher character than that of a meſ- 
ſenger from God, and whether they do not ſeem to 
have conſidered the belief and acknowledgement of 


- this as the only thing fundamental to chriſtianity 


(that is, when they were addreſſing thoſe who wor- 
| ts ſhipped 
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ſhipped the One only true God). Now, if this truth 


alone was conſidered by the firſt preachers of the 


goſpel as fundamental to it, what right have others 
after them to invent new fundamentals, and to re- 
proach thoſe who do not ſubmit- to their uſurped 
authority, as ſtripping chriſtianity of what is eſſential 
to it ? | 19940 EE 

5 4. Since therefore nothing is declared, in the 
. goſpel itſelf, to be fundamental to chriſtianity, beſide 
this great truth, that Jeſus is the Chriſt, or a meſ- 
ſenger from God, conſider farther, whether there is 
any thing wanting in that ſyſtem on which ſuch op- 
probious names have been laviſhed, whic'. can on 
its own account be ſuppoſed to be fundamental to it. 
The ſyſtem referred to, is generally called the Unita- 
fian or Socinian ſcheme. It is called Unitarian, 
becauſe they who embrace it look upon themſelves as 
the only claſs of chriſtians who really and properly 
maintain the unity of God, This is the only name 
by which they wiſh to diſtinguiſh their ſentiments, 


becauſe it is taken, not from perſons, but from . 


opinions. Their pecuiiar principles are indeed often 
called Socinian, from Socinus, who was one of the 
firſt who in later times revived the original doctrine 
of the apoſtle Peter (Acts ii. 22.) that Jeſus of 
Nazareth was a man approved of God by miracles; 
wonders and ſigns, which God did by him. But 
the ſcheme now called Socinian, differs very mate- 
rially from that of Socinus. And therefore the de- 
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fenders of it do net chuſ to take a name fro... tae 
man himſelf ; partly, becauſe they think that this 
would intimate an approbation of all his peculiar 
' tenets, which they do not really give to them; and 
partly, becauſe they think that it would be like an 
acknowledgement. of ſubmiſſion to his authority in 
matters of faith, which they intirely diſavow. They 
prefer the name of Unitarians, becauſe they imagine 
themſelves to be the moſt conſiſtent maintainers of 
the unity of God; a doctrine which, they think, has 
been undermined and ſubverted by the introduction 
of the Trinitarian ſcheme. I cannot expreſs their 
ſentiments more plainly than in the language of the 
apoſtle Paul (1 Tim. ii. 5.) that ©. there is one 
God, and one Mediator between God and men,” 
(that is, the laſt and moſt diſtinguiſhed revealer of the 
divine will) © the man Chriſt Jeſus. Give me leave 
then to aſk, is there any. thing in this ſcheme which 
has the leaſt tendency to overthrow the foundation 
of chriſtian faith, obedience, or comfort? Conſider 
it attentively; and judge for yourſelves, whether the 
proper ground of our faith in Chriſt, of our obe- 
dience to him, of our expectations from him, is not 
ſecure upon the Unitarian ſyſtem, at leaſt as much as 
upon any other. And, if fo, then think whether it 
can reaſonably be faid that this ſyſtem ſtrips chriſ- 
tianity of any thing that is fundamental to it. 

$ 5. As to the ground of chriſtian faith, or, out 
belief that Jeſus Chriſt was a meſſenger ſent from 
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God. Did not Jeſus ſpeak of himſelf repeatedly and 
plainly as one who was ſent. or commiſſioned by 
God? And yet is it poſſible that he ſhould ſuſtain 
this character, if, according to the Trinitarian 
ſcheme, he is either the very and eternal God, or a 


part of him, or another being equal to him? Muſt | 


he not be a being, diſtint from God, and in the moſt 
proper ſenſe a creature of God, if he is to be con- 
ſidered as a meſſenger from God? And muſt he not 
be a much more ſuitable meſſenger to men, on the 
ſuppoſition of his being himſelf one of the human 
race, than on any other? What then is the evidence 
by which his divine miſſion is proved ? Is it not uni- 


formly repreſented as ariſing from the miracles which 


God wrought by him, and eſpecially from his reſur- 
rection from the dead? And does not the Unitarian 
ſyſtem leave the chriſtian in full poſſeſſion of all this? 
Vea, is not the reſurrection of Jeſus conſidered as the 
reſurrection of a man, a more ſatis factory proof that he 
was ſent from God to preach the reſurrection of 
mankind, than we could poſſibly have on any other 
ſuppoſition ? Allowing that Jeſus was naturally a man, 
we ſee a knowledge and a power diſplayed in him 


which was vaſtly ſuperior to that of mere man. And 


therefore certainly we have the greater, warrant to 
conclude, that God was with him, and conſequently 


that he was ſent from God, Obſerve then, my. 
chriſtian friends, the ground of your faith in Chriſt, 
as ſuſtaining that character under which he is always 


held 
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held forth in the goſpel, is ſecure, yea, peculiarly firm, 
on the Unitarian Scheme. Admit this ſcheme, and 
| you may eaſily conceive how he may be. a meſſenger 
from God. And you ſee that diſtinction preſerved, 
which the New Teſtament always maintains, be- 
tween the Sender and the ſent. On the Trinitarian 
Scheme, this diſtinction is loſt z and, either the 
Sender and the ſent are one and the ſame being, or 
the ſent is totally independent of, and no way ſubject 

to Him that ſent him. 
$6. As to the ground of Chriſtian Obedience. 
Aſe yourſelves what this is. Muſt you not acknow- 
ledge upon a little reflection, that it is the authority 
of God ; exerciſed, not indeed for the purpoſe of 
ſhewing his.own ſovereignty, bat to lead you in the 
beſt way to your own trueſt happineſs? Now is not a 
precept delivered even by a Man, if that man is ap- 
proved as a meſſenger from God by miracles and 
wonders and ſigns which God works by him, to be 
confidered as coming from God, as much as if it were 
given immediately by a voice from heaven ? You 
cannot but acknowledge that the laws given to the 
Iſraelites by the mouth of Moſes, reſpecting the go- 
- vernment of their ſtate, or the obſervance of cere- 
monies, ſacrifices and feaſts, were as much binding 
upon them as the ten commandments, which were 
delivered with an audible voice from heaven. And 
why, but becauſe Moſes was proved to be a mef- 
ſenger from God by the wonderful miracles which 
| | | God 


. 
God wrought by him? And yet Moſes was but a 
man; and not ſo much diſtinguiſhed in point of 
knowledge or power, as the Unitarians ſuppoſe 


"Jeſus Chriſt to have been, If then the ground, 
upon which the obedience of the Iſraelites was de- 
the meſſenger of God to them was but a man, why 
ſhould it be thought that the obligation, which chriſ- 
tians are under to obey the precepts of the goſpel, is 
undermined, if it be allowed that he who brought 
them was but a man? Do but conſider the matter 
coolly and without prejudice ; and I think you muſt 


allow that, whatever be the original rank and dignity 


of the meſſenger, the regard which you ought to pay 
to his meſſage, and the obligation you are under to 
obey his commands, depend entirely on the proof he 
gives that he is ſent from God; fo that, if he brings 
ſufficient evidence of this, you are equally bound to 
hear and reverence him, whether he be the higheſt of 
angels, or a mere man. 


57. As to the ground of chriſtian comfort, Pe- 


euliar ſtreſs has been laid on this circumſtance. And, 
by the manner in which many have expreſſed them- 
ſelves upon it, you have been led to believe, that the 
ſtate of mankind is quite deſperate, and that they have 


no hope for time or eternity, unleſs Jeſus Chriſt hath _ 


made full ſatisſaction to divine juſtice for their fins, 
in order to which they conceive that he muſt be ſome 
way or other an infinite Being, But, my chriſtian 

friends, 


NV 
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upon us. The law of God requires obedience from 
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friends, be not deceived by raſh and confident afſer- 
tions. Read the ſcriptures for yourſelves ; and think 


for yourſelves, what is likely to be their genuine 
meaning, and what will make their dofrine conſiſtent 


with itſelf, on this head. You are taught to build 
all your hope of the pardon of fin and of future happi- 
neſs on a ſatisfaction made to divine juſtice for ſins. 
Now, if Jeſus'Chriſt be (as it is the preſent faſhion 


to call him) the only true God; the ſatisfaction he 
has given, muſt be paid to himſelf. And is this ſuf- 


| ficient to anſwer the end propoſed, to acquit the ſin- 


ner of the demands of rigorous juſtice? or can it 
afford any folid ground of comfortable reliance? If 


| Jeſus be another God independent. of, or equal to the 


Father, muſt it not follow that he is rio ſubject of 
him who is the Lawgiver and Judge of men, and 
conſequently that his good conduct cannot anſwer the 
demands of our moral Governor upon 47 ? Obſerve 
too, that this ſatisfaction is ſaid to be made by his 
ſufferings and death. But, can God ſuffer? can 
God die? On the other hand, allow that Jeſus 
Chriſt is one of the creatures of God, and it will in- 
deed follow that he is a ſubje& of the divine govern- 
ment, as much ſo as the meaneſt of them, let him 
be ever ſo exalted a being; but, let it be remem- 
bered, it will likewiſe follow, that he muſt obey the 
divine law for himſelf, and that no obedience which 
he has paid to it can ſatisfy the demands it makes 


every 


4 


every one who is ſubject to it, and knows nothing of 
one creature obeying for another. Unleſs every one 
of them pays obedience to it, as far as it is made 
known to him, its demands are not ſatisfied. You 
have heard indeed of one perſon obeying commands, 
or ſuffering puniſhments inſtead of another. But, if 
you will uſe your own reaſon, you muſt certainly be 
convinced that this is a thing in its own nature ab- 
ſolutely impoflible, One perſon may receive adyan- 
tage from the obedience of another, or may ſuffer 
diſadvantage from his diſobedience. But it is im- 
poſſible that obedience or puniſhment ſhould be 
transferred, or that what is paid or endured by one 
perſon. ſhould anſwer the demands of law upon 
another. You will readily acknowledge that this 
is impoſſible under human governments; and a very 
little reflection might convince you that it is equally 
impoſſible under the divine. If theſe things are ſo 
then, where is the boaſted ſatisfaction upon which 
you are taught to build all your hope ; It is reduced 
to what is, in the very nature of things, impoſſible. 
If then the thing itſelf is an impoſſibility, why ſhould 
general expreſſions of ſcripture have a particular ſenſe 
forced upon them, or figurative texts be ſtrained to 
a literal meaning, to make them teach it? Does 
_ ſcripture itſelf aſſert it in plain and poſitive terms, or 
lead you to derive all your comfort from it? And in- 
deed, ſuppoſing that the doctrine is true, and that the 
ſatisfaction taken for granted has really been offered 

| to 
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to divine juſtice; what is your warrant for believing 
that it has been accepted ? Muſt not this be, the pro- 


miſe and covenant of God, (I mean of Him, to 


whoſe authority we are ſubject, and on whoſe plea- 
ſure our happineſs muſt depend) to accept it? After 


all, then, muſt not the ground of your hope and 
comfort ultimately be, the promiſe of God, whether 


reſpecting the pardon of ſin, or the beſtowment of 
future happineſs? And, ſuppoſing the Unitarian 
ſyſtem to be true, that Jeſus was a man ſent from 
God, who hath made the brighteſt diſcoveries of the 
love and mercy of God, and hath brought the moſt 


encouraging promiſes in the name of God; are you 


not left in full poſſeſſion of this ground of comfort 
fill ? Are declarations of the original love and good- 
neſs of God leſs worthy of your regard, or are the 
promiſes of God of leſs value, becauſe brought by 
one of the human race ; if he is ſufficiently proved to 
be a meſſenger from God ? When you are led to 
conſider God as a Father, who ſent to fave the 
world, becauſe He loved the world; cannot you 


truſt him? When you are aſſured, in the name of 


God, that He will forgive the treſpaſſes of thoſe who 
truly repent of and forſake their ſins ; cannot you be- 


| lieve the aſſurances ? Why will you overlook the ſo- 


lemn promiſes of one who cannot lie, who is diſ- 
poſed of His free love and mercy to pardon penitent 
ſinners, and chuſe rather to rely on a ſuppoſed ſatis- 


faction made to His juſtice, which there is the 


greateſt 


(ww). 


* greateſt reaſon to think is in its own nature an ab- 
ſolute impoſſibility? Or why ſhould you think the 
Unitarian ſyſtem an enemy to your comfort, when 
it leaves you in full poſſeſſion of that which is on all 
hands allowed to be ultimately the foundation of it? 
But beſides, you are to conſider that the ſyſtem in 
queſtion holds up to your regards another moſt ime 
portant promiſe, as the great promiſe of the New | 
Teſtament, that which above all has made the reve- 
lation of the goſpel a blefling, and of which you have 
peculiar evidence on this ſyſtem ; and that is, a re- 
ſurrection from the dead, and a future ſtate of ever- 
laſting happineſs for the righteous. This, like the 
promiſe of the pardon of fin, muſt have its ſounda- 
tion in the free love and goodneſs of God. Now, 
if He really intends that men ſhall in due time be 
_ raiſed from death, in order to their receiving ac- 
cording to their works, and that the righteous ſhall 
then be made everlaſtingly happy; how could He 
give a more full aſſurance of this His intention, than 
by raiſing from the dead a man. diſtinguiſhed for 
piety, benevolence and righteouſneſs, and reward- 
ing him with an endleſs life? If the Unitarian 
ſcheme be true then, He hath actually done this. 
Chriſt * is raiſed from the dead, and become the 
firſt fruits of them that ſlept. While, as by man + 
came death, by man cometh alſo the reſurrection of 
the dead; in as much as it is appointed that at his 
| voice 


| * 1 Cor, xv. 20. + ver. 21. 
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voices all that are in the grave ſhall hereafter come 
forth; when God will judge the world in righteouſ- 
neſs by that man 4 whom he hath ordained, who 
will then declare the divine approbation of all the 
pious and good, and take them to dwell for ever with 
himſelf. Is not this the plain, intellible, and un- 
_ perverted doctrine of the New Teſtament ? If it is, 
I appeal to yourſelves, whether there is any thing in 
the Unitarian Syſtem which undermines the ground 
of your comfort; or rather, whether it is not even 
more ſecure upon this ſyſtem than upon any other. 
And now, my chriſtian . friends, judge for your- 
| ſelves, whether this ſyſtem deſerves to be vilified as 
ſtripping chriſtianity of every thing fundamental to 
it. Tf the ground of chriſtian faith, obedience and 
comfort remains uninjured by it; yea, is rendered by 
it more firm than by any other ſyſtem of divinity, 
where is the damage or loſs that chriſtianity ſuſtains 
from it ? Nothing, ſurely, but ignorance of the real 
ſyſtem can have given birth to the unjuſt oY 
that have been caſt upon it. 

$ 8, But, in the laſt place, it will ſurely be al- 
lowed that the great end of the chriſtian revelation is 
to engage men to live ſoberly, righteouſly and godly 
in the world. I aſk then, once more, whether the 
Unitarian Syſtem does not afford ſome pecutiar aſſiſt- 
ance in, or encouragement to, ſuch a life? You know _ 
that both reaſon and revelation enjoin the worſhip 

N | Is 
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of God. Now does not the Unitarian Syſtem re- 
move the inſuperable embarraſſment with which the 
exerciſes of devotion are attended according to the 
Trinitarian Scheme; by which you are led to wor- 
ſhip you know not what, ſometimes one Perſon, and 
ſometimes three? Again the New Teſtament incul- 
cates a variety of duties as of the higheſt obligation, 
and of indiſpenſible neceſſity. Is it not, upon the 

Unitarian Syſtem, a conſiderable encouragement to 
the practice of them, that you ſee them diſcharged, 
in the moſt exemplary manner, as far as the differ- 
ence of fituations would permit, by a man, who 
nobly reſiſted temptations fimilar to what you expe- 
rience, and was eminent for the practice of virtues 
which are recommended to you? Farther, as the 
Unitarian Syſtem rejects the notion of a full fatisfac- 
tion paid to divine juſtice for the ſins of men, does it 
not enforce the neceſſity of perſonal - holineſs in a 
manner peculiarly ſtrong ? And, as it teaches that 
the pardon of fin, and eternal life and happineſs, are 
the gifts of God's original mercy and love, beſtowed 
freely, and not bought at the full price; does it not 
lay a foundation, ſuch as the ſcheme of ſatisfaction 
cannot afford, for the exerciſe of that gratitude and' - 
love to God, which are the moſt powerful, the moſt 
pleaſing, and the moſt acceptable principles of obe- 
dience? And laſtly, as upon this ſuppoſition, you 
rewarded in the perſon of a man; have you not here 


* | the 
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the — poſſible motive to be ſtedfaſt and un- 
moveable in it? I aſk yourſelves, are not theſe very 
great afbſtances in, and encouragements to, a life of 
chriſtian obedience ; and ſuch as are really peculiar to 
the Unitarian Scheme ? 

Upon the whole then, with how little valor. is it; 
that this ſyſtem is held up to public abhorrence, as if it 
ftruck at. the foundation of chriſtianity, and was de- 
ſigned to defeat the great end of the goſpel and deſtroy 
its influence in the world! I hope, my chriſtian 
friends, you ſee, that it retains every thing eſſential 
to chriſtianity, and that its defenders may be at leaſt 
as good, chriſtians as its opponents. Be not then 
frightened-by hard names, from conſidering it atten- 
tively,” and enquiring what there is to be ſaid. for it. 
Read the ſcriptures for yourſelves; and ſee whether, 
taking in the whole of what they teach on any par- 


ticular, ſubjeR, there is not reaſon to believe, that 


upon the whole they are favourable to ĩit. Conſider 
the ſyſtem itſelf ; and fee, whether, inſtead of de- 
grading God, it does not repreſent him in a light 
peculiarly. venerable and amiable ; whether, inſtead 
of vilifying the Saviour, it does not aſcribe: to him 


_ the higheſt honour to which he is really entitled; 


whether, inſtead of undermining chriſtianity, or 
ſtripping it of its fundamental doctrines, it does not 
hold forth goſpel- truth in its native purity and glory; 


| whether, inſtead of pouring contempt on ſcripture, 
it does not afford the moſt conſiſtent and honour- | 


able 
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able view of its contents. Conſider what is to be faig 
in behalf of it; and ſee, whether there be not reaſon 
at leaſt to behold the defenders of it with much more 
good-yill than you are at preſent inclined to treat 
them with, yea, whether there be not ſome reaſon to 
think that the balance of argument is in their favour. 
You may believe me, my friends, there was a time, 
when chriſtians of your claſs were as much aſtoniſhed 
at and ſhocked by the propoſal of the Trinitarian 
Scheme (as the patrons of that very ſcheme acknow- 
ledged) as you can poſſibly be at preſent by the 
mention of the oppoſite one. It was not with ſuch 
as you, but with the Heathen Philoſophers who had 
been converted to chriſtianity, that the apoſtacy from 
the faith at firſt delivered to the ſaints began. And, 
*till thoſe additions to the goſpel, which they firſt in- 
troduced, are entirely done away, its beſt friends do 
not expect that it will ever appear in its original 
glory, or exert its original influence on mankind, 
Accept the affectionate" wiſh of a fincere friend to 
chriſtianity and to you, that you may be led into the 
knowledge of the truth as it is in Jeſus ; and that his 
glorious goſpel, rightly underftood and dutifully 
obeyed, may become the power of God to your fal- 
vation. 
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